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DETAILED ACTION 

Claim Objections 

Claims 7, 14, 21 and 29 are objected to because of the following 
informalities: The subject claims recite "RMON" which requires to be spelled out. 
Appropriate correction is required. 

Claims 9, 16 and 19-22 are objected to because of the following 
informalities: The subject claims recite "management computer" it is not clear 
what is being claimed the language is vague and indefinite. Appropriate 
correction is required. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 
U.S.C. 102 that form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this 
Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in 
public use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in 
the United States. 

Claims 1-6, 8-13, 15-20, 22-28 and 30 are rejected under 35 
U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by Schenkel et al (USP 5,933,416). 

Regarding claim(s) 1, 9, 16 and 23, Schenkel discloses a method of 
managing traffic in a first set of nodes of a computer network (fig. 1) having a first 
set of nodes (A, B) and a second set of nodes (C, D) comprising: determining a 
source associated with an amount of network traffic over the first set of nodes 
which exceeds a threshold (claim 1 , col 2 lines 24-33, traffic from a set of devices 
is monitored that exceeds a predetermined threshold), the source being outside a 
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group of network elements assigned to the first set of nodes (col 3 line 65 - col 4 
line 2; col 4 lines 23-27); and automatically displaying an indication of the source 
in response to determining the source (col 1 lines 19-56. 

Regarding claim(s) 2, 10, 17 and 24, Schenkel discloses various types of 
networks that can be employed, while a specific VLAN is not mentioned however 
one skilled in the art can deduce from disclosure that the topology of Schenkel 
can support a VLAN just as easily as a LAN (col 2 lines 51-60). 

Regarding claim(s) 3, 11, 18 and 25, Schenkel discloses a user name 
associated with the source (col 1 lines 40-50). 

Regarding claim(s) 4, 5, 12, 19, 26 and 27, Schenkel discloses 
reassigning the source to the first VLAN in response to determining the source 
either manually or automatic (col 9 lines 45-61). 

Regarding claim(s) 6, 13, 20, and 28, Schenkel discloses traffic data is 
obtained from the first VLAN using a network management protocol (col 15 lines 
5-6). 

Regarding claim(s) 8, 15, 22, and 30, Schenkel discloses determination of 
the source includes determining the top sources of traffic on the first VLAN (col 
16 lines 18-37). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for 
all obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described 
as set forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to 
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be patented and the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been 
obvious at the time the invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which 
said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the 
invention was made. 

Claims 7, 14, 21 and 29 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Schenkel et al (USP 5,933,416) in view of Fletcher et al (USP 
6085243). Schenkel fails to disclose using an RMON protocol. 

Fletcher discloses using an RMON protocol (col 4 lines 31-67). RMON 
provides autonomous Network Management, and automatically tracks network 
traffic volume and errors for each MAC address seen on a segment and 
maintains a Host Matrix table of MAC address pairs that have exchanged 
packets and the traffic volume and errors associated with those address pairs. 
Thus it would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to 
incorporate the teachings of Fletcher within Schenkel providing an enhanced 
network management scheme over SNMP protocol and therefore providing an 
autonomous Network Management system. 

Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from 
the examiner should be directed to Raj K. Jain whose telephone number is 571- 
272-3145. The examiner can normally be reached on M-F 8-5. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the 
examiner's supervisor, Chi Pham can be reached on 571-272-3179. The fax 
phone number for the organization where this application or proceeding is 
assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from 
the Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information 
for published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public 
PAIR. Status information for unpublished applications is available through 
Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair- 
direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll- 
free). If you would like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service 
Representative or access to the automated information system, call 800-786- 
9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

Raj K. Jain 
/Raj K. Jain/ 

October 24, 2007 Art Unit 261 6 



